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After rumors of his retirement had been circulating for a few days, Supreme Court justice Stephen
Breyer confirmed this in his January 27th retirement letter. Breyer, 83, is one of the liberal minority that
currently makes up the Supreme Court.
During his campaign in 2020, President Biden (at the urging of Representative Jim Clyburn, South
Carolina, D) made a promise to Democrat voters to appoint the first Black woman to the Supreme Court.
This appointment comes at a critical time during Biden’s administration, which, according to recent data
from the Pew Research Center, has seen a bipartisan decline in approval rating.
In a recent article from NPR, the following women were posited as “frontrunners” for the seat:
Judge Ketanji Brown Jackson, U.S. Court of Appeals, D.C. circuit
California Supreme Court Justice Leondra Kruger
Judge J. Michelle Childs, U.S. District Court, District of South Carolina

https://www.thepacifican.com/news/0234upbv5qo8zcuzpqlbjshdipugtz
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On January 14, 2022, the Biden Administration announced that it would be purchasing at-home covid
tests for Americans to order online in an effort to help control the spread of the virus.
According to the White House’s official website, “…a half-billion tests will be available for order on
January 19th and will be mailed directly to American households.” These tests will be available to be
ordered through the website COVIDtests.gov starting January 19th and they will take around a week or a
week and a half to ship to your current address.
There have been concerns raised over the allowance of only four at-home tests per household. Although
this was done to ensure that all Americans can have access to these tests, the majority of households will
certainly need more than only four tests. Some households have more than four people due to large
families, shared living costs, and roommates. It would also mean that single person households would
get four tests as well.
Beyond this issue, there is also the fact that in order to purchase the tests online, an address is required
so that they can be shipped to you. This means that the majority of people who don’t have access to the
internet, a stable address, or are homeless will not have accessible testing. They will have to find a clinic
nearby, wait in long lines, and hope that there are enough tests available so that they can be tested.
Furthermore, students that live on college campuses and residents that live in apartments have a harder
time ordering tests due the amount of people that live at the same address. The standard definition of a
‘household’ does not apply to everyone.
While there are still major strides in slowing the spread of the virus, we need to do better. Everyone
needs access to testing, especially if they are unable to receive the vaccine for a myriad of reasons. Equal
testing might sound fair; but we need to keep in mind that most Americans need equitable testing. Only
when we are all doing everything we can to get vaccinated and tested will we be able to control the
spread of COVID-19 and finally put an end to this pandemic.

https://www.thepacifican.com/covid19/omfspjltl8f4d4322qf7zxcppcr2kr
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Many of us will sometimes reminisce about what we never even had – but the most recent case of this
has caused a whirlwind within the news. Namely, a whirlwind of discourse on affirmative action.
Affirmative action has, of course, been a topic in the news since Grutter v. Bollinger in 2003. The ruling
of the case would warrant increasing student diversity within the classroom for years to come. The
caveat was that the aforementioned decision would be revisited in 25 years’ time (2028).
According to a PBS article titled “Supreme Court to Hear Challenge to Affirmative Action In College
Admissions,” the court is taking up lawsuits filed against universities like Harvard and the University of
North Carolina.
The answer to what exactly has caused mass discourse to occur on affirmative action lies in the lawsuits
filed – there are claims that affirmative action actively discriminates against Asian Americans in the
college admissions process.
In an interview with Dr. Dong (Professor of Communication at Pacific; Co-Chair of the University
Committee for Diversity. Equity and Inclusion (DEI); Communication Graduate Director), Pacifican
editor Jasmin Prasad asks questions about affirmative action from the perspective of his background in
Communication.
JP: How would you define affirmative action?
Dr. Dong (DD): “The U.S. is a country of immigrants, and if you look at the whole world, it's become a
global village. Looking at the U.S. nowadays, a big trend is DEI – the reason that higher education
emphasizes this is to confirm affirmative action for higher education… I believe we should continue
https://www.thepacifican.com/news/chctjey69wa2jt87k43jk1b1h0gokz

1/2

5/18/22, 12:42 PM

Yes, Asian Americans Are at the Center of the Affirmative Action Debate. But Not in the Way That You Think — The Pacifican

affirmative action policy because students in underrepresented populations are looking for models. They
are looking for their own. They need to see professors and mentors that share similar ideas.”
JP: What are the benefits of diverse classrooms?
DD: Higher education is a place where students listen, understand, and have diverse opinions. They
come to university to be exposed to different perspectives, ideas, practices, and ideologies: this is what
higher education is about. If you don’t want to see diverse voices, then don’t come to higher education.
You come to higher education to see diverse thinking. This will help students to become more socially
aware and particularly, after graduation.
JP: What is your opinion on affirmative action in admissions and claims that it is discriminatory to Asian
American and Caucasion populations?
DD: I still feel that we need to pay attention to the more underrepresented groups. Circling back,
students need their own models and voices on campus and when they see their own, it will help them
quite a bit. Pacific is doing a pretty good job now that we have the VP in DEI, Dr. Mary WardellGhiraduzzi. We are trying to set up a good model of leading in the country and making sure that our
hiring practices fall under the DEI framework.
According to the most recent voter survey conducted by Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders (AAPI)
data in 2020, 70% of Asian Americans support Affirmative Action. This comes as no surprise given the
analysis from John C. Yang (President and Executive Director of Asian Americans Advancing Justice)
in an interview with NBC. Yang warrants that “there needs to be less pitting against each other and more
of an understanding that race-conscious admissions are an advantage.”
“Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders have been used as a wedge and certain groups have purposefully
showcased Asian American dissent to affirmative action as a way of masking their anti-Black and antiLatino agendas… such efforts try to hide the fact that most opponents of affirmative action are really
trying to increase the number of Caucasian students,” says Yang.
The lawsuit filed against Harvard claims that affirmative action discriminates against Asian Americans;
lower courts have ruled that Harvard is in fact, not acting in a manner that is discriminatory against
Asian Americans.
Even if we are to take the lawsuit against Harvard at face value: let's take a hard look at the statistics. For
the class of 2025, Asian Americans still make up a majority of the class at 25.9% while African
Americans make up 15.9% and Hispanics/Latinos make up 12.5%.
And to be blunt, the legal institutions taking the cases are interested more in a question of constitutional
law. They want to know what the text history and traditions of the 14th amendment require. Conversely,
Asian American plaintiffs are alleging an injury that their attorneys probably do not have the same level
of attachment to.
It is important for Americans to understand the work that affirmative action is doing behind the scenes to
help universities be diverse and fruitful places to learn.
If the courts strike down affirmative action, not only do Black and Hispanic populations not benefit, but
the circumstances in which Asian Americans benefit would be lost.

https://www.thepacifican.com/news/chctjey69wa2jt87k43jk1b1h0gokz
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It has been a bumpy road for University of the Pacific since COVID dominated all aspects of our lives.
One whole year of online courses most certainly hurt fiscally with the lack of students paying thousands
for dorms and meal plans. Everyone has now been on campus for a few weeks and most seem to have
gotten into a normal routine; but not without general confusion surrounding Pacific’s Covid policy.
The first case of confusion was the emails sent out to students before the semester started. At first, the
emails sent out described how testing on campus was to be based on separating the students and faculty
into different groups in the hope of keeping the testing lines short. But this plan was quickly abandoned
and replaced with a free for all. All testing would now be on a first come first served basis.
The second confusion happened with the vague description of weekly testing. Many have been confused
on this front. What does weekly mean? Does it mean if I get tested on Tuesday, I have to get tested on
every Tuesday now? The Pacific website only describes the testing as weekly and nothing more. So, let’s
crack this nut and solve the confusion.
You do not need to be tied down by the word “weekly”. This only means the most general use of the
word, meaning once a week. If you take a test on Tuesday one week, you can take the test on any day of
the next week. As long as you attend school every week while being vaccinated, you are getting your
nose poked.

https://www.thepacifican.com/covid19/jqk37ig6xwfpotl98wm30rrrp3fvz7
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As the new semester gets underway and students slowly return to in-person instruction, Pacific exists
transitively as the world continues to move around it. This is perhaps felt most heavily in Pacific’s
academic circles, particularly in the Legal Scholars program.
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A highly-selective pre-law professional program that only accepts a maximum of 15 students per year,
Legal Scholars was previously run by Dr. Cynthia Ostberg, a member of the Political Science
department. Having left on her sabbatical, Dr. Ostberg left the program in the hands of Daniel Croxall,
an associate professor at McGeorge School of Law.
Initially an English professor at Cal Poly San Luis Obispo, Professor Croxall didn’t always have law in
his professional path. “I.. got the ‘law school bug,’” he says, reminiscing about his start in the legal
world.
Balancing work and his family, Professor Croxall attended an evening program at McGeorge before
transitioning into an associate position at DLA Piper LLP, the largest law firm in the world, where he
practiced civil litigation and white-collar criminal defense for five years. He then established what he
affectionately calls “the world’s smallest law firm,” Croxall Law, which provided legal representation
for craft breweries throughout California. He later returned to McGeorge, this time as a professor, and
now teaches courses ranging from international law to alcohol regulation.
As the Legal Scholars program’s new director, Professor Croxall plans on further building upon Dr.
Ostberg’s model of rigorous preparation and scholarship. “Dr. Ostberg created a fantastic program with
many outstanding features,” he says when discussing his plans for the program moving forward. “I have
no intention of replacing those things in the program that work well. But I believe I have fresh ideas and
the passion to implement them to make the program soar even higher.” While he’s still learning and
planning for the coming semester, Professor Croxall has scheduled appearances from legal experts in
multiple fields to provide guest lectures on topics such as diversity in law and the legality of the vaccine
mandate. He hopes to establish cross-institutional collaborations with programs similar to Legal
Scholars and summer law school boot camps for program graduates.

https://www.thepacifican.com/news/pqhh05z1xu37ks9xzw2s68fm8h8tpm
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What is love?
The answer is not “baby don’t hurt me no more.” Merriam-Webster Dictionary defines “love” in
multiple ways including “strong affection for another arising out of kinship or personal ties; affection
based on admiration, benevolence, or common interests; and an assurance of affection.” All of these
various definitions of love include affection not necessarily romance.
Valentine’s Day is coming up and that may make one think of their HSO (hot significant other), but we
need to make sure that we are still appreciating our friendships and other platonic relationships this
February. I argue that Valentine’s Day is about love, but platonic love and friendship are just as
important as romantic love and they should be celebrated equally.
Let’s look at friendship through a scientific perspective. The Mayo Clinic states that having friends can
boost happiness, reduce stress, and encourage avoidance of unhealthy lifestyles. They also make it clear
that maintaining these beneficial friendships requires effort from both parties. “Both parties” means that
you need to put in work too. In order to foster and tend to your friendships this Valentine’s Day, send
your friends a text, note, or message to tell them how thankful you are to know them. The note does not
have to be long, you just need to let your friends know that you are thinking about them.
Friendship is also very important in our daily lives. One example of a famous and successful friendship
is that of the J.R.R. Tolkien and C.S. Lewis. The two men started off as academic rivals and later became
https://www.thepacifican.com/lifestyles-wellness/d1jebx9sm6400l2z2tnbpzwkzxoj9u
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best friends. Who needs a rivals to lovers arc when you can have rivals to BFFs? They influenced each
other's writing and served as encouragement to finish their famous pieces. Good friendships can help
you succeed in college and in life.
Friendship and platonic relationships should also be appreciated this Valentine’s Day because not
everyone wants a romantic relationship; but everyone deserves to be appreciated. Many people choose to
not be involved in romance for different reasons. Some people identify as aromantic (having no interest
in or desire for romantic relationships) and others just choose or happen to be single for the time being.
Whatever your reason for singledom, remember that you are wanted, needed, and valid. You deserve
appreciation everyday.
Emphasizing and remembering the importance of platonic love and friendships on Valentine’s Day will
boost your health and spirits. For anything to happen in friendship, someone has to make the first move.
So move. Set aside some time on Valentine’s Day to quickly appreciate all of your loved ones. They will
be very excited to respond and engage with you.
So what is love? Love is affection, commitment, warmth, and effort. There is no better time to express
that love than on Valentine’s Day this February.

https://www.thepacifican.com/lifestyles-wellness/d1jebx9sm6400l2z2tnbpzwkzxoj9u
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Book Banning: The Fight
Continues”
While the banning of books throughout the years mainly plays into the discourse surrounding censorship
and citizens’ freedom to judge as they see fit, it also makes an audience wonder what exactly “needs'' to
be censored. What is meant to “protect” children really just withholds the information that allows them
to develop their own thoughts, opinions, and overall perspectives on a variety of worldly issues. It is of
some concern that a lot of the books being perceived as harmful are ones that explore topics such as
race, gender, and sexuality. In The New York Times, author Laurie Halse Anderson says, “By attacking
these books, by attacking the authors, by attacking the subject matter, what they are doing is removing
the possibility for conversation,” she said. “You are laying the groundwork for increasing bullying,
disrespect, violence, and attacks.” Books with such content create spaces for conversation into broader
topics that may be uncomfortable, but are a necessity in order to truly understand different perspectives
and create a better tomorrow.
From ALA’s (American Library Association) Banned Books FAQ, “... Supreme Court Justice William J.
Brennan, Jr., in Texas v. Johnson, said most eloquently: ‘If there is a bedrock principle underlying the
First Amendment, it is that the government may not prohibit the expression of an idea simply because
society finds the idea itself offensive or disagreeable.’”

Jasmin Prasad
Editor
Third Year 3+3
Pre-Pharmacy
Major with a
Communications
Minor
A part of The
Pacifican since
2020

Below is a timeline of the history of banned books (each date references the most recent date in which
the books faced removal):

https://www.thepacifican.com/opinion/dpkkncr2zna0vq8bb5mybr32xchc5d
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Dorothea Lange, Scene of barrack homes at this War Relocation Authority Center for
evacuees of Japanese ancestry. A hot windstorm brings dust from the surrounding
desert

On February 19th, 1942, the worst mass incarceration event in American history was signed into law by
President Franklin D. Roosevelt: Executive Order 9066. This year, February 19th, or the Day of
Remembrance for its signing, reaches its 80th anniversary.
Executive Order 9066 was a federal mandate that gave the army the power to designate military zones
for the sake of wartime security. While the order never explicitly stated ethnicity or race, high-ranking
military officials, like General John DeWitt, exploited the order to exclude and incarcerate 120,000
Japanese Americans without due process. Families lost their homes and livelihoods, but more
importantly, they lost the liberty promised to them by the “Land of the Free.”
https://www.thepacifican.com/news/kpiq2xkj9f94kd72fzlod8v1jkhe3a
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Many believe the order was a direct result of the bombing on Pearl Harbor and America’s entrance into
World War II, but Dr. Zhou Xiaojing, a professor in the English department whose research focuses on
the political spatiality of colonized land, believes there’s more to it than that. “When they start talking
about the camps, they always link it to Pearl Harbor, as if what happened to them was because of Pearl
Harbor,” she says. “Ultimately, it was racism. It was the production of fear, the production of threat– the
racialized enemy.” Rather than a wartime precaution, the camps were the cataclysm of decades of racism
and prejudice. Dr. Zhou believes that in remembering February 19th, it is vital to de-link the connection
between the camps and Pearl Harbor in order to recognize the biases that influenced such drastic action.
University of the Pacific has a complex relationship with the camps. Stockton’s San Joaquin County
Fairgrounds was once home to the Stockton Assembly Center, a holding center, one of the longest
running, that imprisoned incarcerees until the camps themselves were constructed. The Calaveras River,
the same one that bisects UOP’s campus today, was used as a border for Military Area No. 1, one of the
military zones sanctioned by Executive Order 9066. According to Professor George Yagi, a Pacific
history professor whose own family was incarcerated during the war, some issues persisted years after
the end of incarceration. “Up until 1997 or 1998, there was a city law in Stockton still in the books that
said no Japanese would be allowed to live in the city limits,” he says. “I saw that when I was a teenager,
and my dad and I just burst out laughing, saying we were illegal residents!”
Pacific itself was also complicit in removal orders. In May 1942, 53 students of Japanese descent were
removed from campus and imprisoned in the Stockton Assembly Center. “However undemocratic or
unfair this mass evacuation seems, most agree that it is absolutely necessary for the protection of this
West Coast,” Pacific Weekly, Pacific’s newspaper at the time, claimed. As students departed for the horse
stalls and barracks that awaited them at the assembly center, they were given a single photograph of the
university entrance. Additionally, Harold Jacoby, the first dean of College of the Pacific (COP) and the
founder of the Jacoby Center for Public Service and Civil Leadership left Pacific to serve as an assistant
director at Tule Lake, a high-security incarceration center that imprisoned the “No-No Boys,” Japanese
Americans who answered “no” to a paradoxical loyalty questionnaire to test whether the community was
worthy of service in the American military. Dr. Jacoby defended the camps as “self-governing
democratic communities” and defined incarcerees as “colonists” in his book Tule Lake: From Relocation
to Segregation. “Harold Jacoby was a good-hearted man, but it’s his position as a white American,” Dr.
Zhou says in clarification of his actions. “He didn’t agree with the policy of segregation… His
perspective was determined by his racial privilege and his position.”
For its complicity in incarceration, University of the Pacific has made efforts in reparations towards the
former students. Seventy years after imprisonment, at Pacific’s 2013 commencement ceremony,
honorary degrees were given to seven of the incarcerated students, several of which were received
posthumously by living family members. However, Nikkei Student Union, Pacific’s Japanese American
cultural club, believes there’s still more to be done. “Incarceration traumatized the entire Japanese
American community. It’s vital that we continue to talk about what happened, both in this country and
on this campus.”
In spite of the 80 years passed since the initial issuance, February 19th was only officially recognized as
a day of observance by California last year thanks to Governor Gavin Newsom. As anti-Asian hate
crimes become more prevalent and citizenship continues to be a contentious topic, the importance of
remembering past injustice is stronger than ever. “There’s a threat that it can be repeated,” Professor
Yagi says. “We’ve heard similar rhetoric thrown about today.” Dr. Zhou similarly believes that the
tragedy of incarceration must be remembered and stresses that failing to engage creates a “colonial
unknowing,” or a “deliberately produced unknowing” that erases injustice. “Historical amnesia is a type
of violence,” she says. “As a teacher, I must make that visible.”

https://www.thepacifican.com/news/kpiq2xkj9f94kd72fzlod8v1jkhe3a
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Figure skating is one of the most popular events of the Winter Olympics; but this year the event was
overshadowed by a positive drug test and a controversial decision that followed. With the recent
conclusion of the Olympic Games, here is everything that you need to know about the recent doping
scandal.
https://www.thepacifican.com/sports/tyni36hbyr716ognjhhgkwydjftwla
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After the conclusion of the team event in figure skating in which the Russian Olympic Committee
(ROC) finished first, it announced that the medal ceremony would be delayed due to a legal issue. It was
later revealed that the reason for this delay was the fact that team member Kamila Valieva had tested
positive for a banned substance.
As more information was revealed to the public, the controversy surrounding Valieva, who is only 15
years old, and the rest of her team, continued to grow. Valieva was said to have tested positive for
Trimetazidine, a heart medication banned by the World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) because of the
belief that it can improve endurance.
However, Valieva’s positive test had not come from the Olympics. Instead, it had been taken on
December 25th during the Russian Figure Skating Championships. Despite this positive test, the results
were not returned until after Valieva had competed in the team event. Other drug tests taken by Valieva
afterwards, such as those taken for the European Championships and the Olympics, had been negative.
After the news of the positive test, the Russian Anti-Doping Agency (RUSADA) automatically imposed
a provisional suspension. Valieva and her team then appealed the decision, and it was lifted a day later.
Following this decision, the International Olympic Committee (IOC), International Skating Union (ISU),
and WADA filed an appeal of their own seeking to reverse this decision.
It is important to note that because Valieva is a minor, she is considered a “protected person,” meaning
that this case was much more delicate than a typical doping case. The decision on whether or not Valieva
would be allowed to compete in the individual event was handled by the Court of Arbitration for Sport
(CAS), who met on February 13th, just two days before the start of the individual competition.
On February 14th, CAS announced its decision to allow Valieva to compete. In a statement, CAS
provided their reasoning for allowing Valieva to compete, citing “exceptional circumstances” due to
Valieva’s status as a “protected person.” CAS also claimed that by preventing Valieva from competing, it
could cause “irreparable harm.” After this decision was announced, the IOC stated that if Valieva won a
medal, then no medal ceremony would be held due to the “inconclusive situation.”
Before the competition, Valieva had been the favorite for the gold medal in this event, and it had seemed
that she would win after finishing first in the short program. But viewers were shocked when Valieva fell
twice during the free skate and had many other mistakes during her performance. Valieva finished the
competition in fourth place while her teammates, Anna Shcherbakova and Alexandra Trusova finished
first and second with Japan’s Kaori Sakamoto in third. The investigation into Valieva’s positive drug
test, as well as the decision of whether or not the ROC will be allowed to keep their gold medal in the
team event, is ongoing.

https://www.thepacifican.com/sports/tyni36hbyr716ognjhhgkwydjftwla
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